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*****Minutes approved 8-17-17*****
Division of Social Science
University of Minnesota
Morris, MN
Agenda for Division Meeting/Forum
January 26, 2017 at 5:45 p.m.
Imholte Hall 112
Faculty in Attendance: Oscar Baldelomar, Joseph Beaver, Ed Brands, Sherri Breen, Dave
Brown, Emily Bruce, Stephen Burks, Rebecca Dean, Jennifer Deane, Satis Devkota, Deb
Economou, Solomon Gashaw, Farah Gilanshah, Roland Guyotte, Hiroyuki Imai, Elliot James,
Tom Johnson, Seung Ho Joo, Arne Kildegaard, Tim Lindberg, Clement Loo, Leslie Meek, Ben
Narvaez, Cristina Ortiz, Heather Peters, Roger Rose, Jennifer Rothchild, Dennis Stewart, Kevin
Whalen, Lauri Wyum
Faculty Excused: Roger Rose (Sabbatical) and Bart Finzel (recused due to position as Vice
Chancellor of Academic Affairs and Dean)
Faculty Not in Attendance: Cyrus Bina, Steve Gross, Kerry Michael, Cheryl Stewart, Adam
Olson, Bibhudutta Panda,
-Chair, Arne Kildegaard called the meeting/forum to discuss General Education Requirements,
specifically Global Village element (f.) of the Expanding Perspectives requirement (III). The
Curriculum Committee provided a handout to provide background and frame discussion.
Current Requirement :
The Global Village : To increase students’ understanding of the growing interdependence
among nations, peoples, and the natural world. Two courses, one from each of two areas, is
required:
1. Human Diversity (HDiv): To increase students’ understanding of individual and
group differences (e.g., race, gender, class) and their knowledge of the traditions and
values of various groups in the United States.
2. People and the Environment (Envt): To increase students’ understanding of the
interrelatedness of human society and the natural world.
3. International Perspective (IP): To increase students’ systematic understanding of
national cultures substantially different from those in which they received their prior
schooling.
4. Ethical and Civic Responsibility (E/CR): To broaden and develop students’ capacity
to question and reflect upon their own and society’s values and critical responsibilities,

and to understand forces, such as technology, that cause them to modify these views and
often mandate creatin of new ways to resolve legal, social, and scientific issues.
Questions to frame discussion:
• Are you satisfied with the current structure of Global Village that allows students to
choose two of the four areas?
• Are these four areas within Global Village still essential to our curriculum?
• IF you believe they are essential, should students be required to take courses with content
in all theses areas?
• If you believe they are not all essential, how would you change them?
• Could these content areas be addressed in courses that also carry another general
education designation?
Roland Guyotte: We’re the only place in the Uof M system with artistic performance. The
change in 1989 made us more compatible and similar to the Twin Cities, so students can
seamlessly transfer between institutions. Twin Cities kept writing across the curriculum courses,
where students had three papers across the semester, but we got rid of that.
Rebecca Dean: The only learning outcomes are the four global village, so if we don’t require
students to take all four of them, it doesn’t fit the mission statement.
Ben Narvaez: Would like to see all four global village required.
Tim Lindberg: Do we have data on how they are dispersed across campus? If we were to require
all four, would we get rid of SS? How would that work? Are there other SS courses that are not
within our division? I’d doubt science and math would go for two more courses, because they’d
have to do extra.
Steve Burks. I’m not sure SS isn’t important.
Jennifer Dean: If we want all four, are they collapsible? I struggle to pick which one to put
classes in. Can we make them joint categories? Can a course have two? Could global village
encompass all or collapse in two?
Tom Johnson: But if a course is covering two or more, and a student takes it are they lacking in
general education because they haven’t had four courses?
Rebecca Dean: We already have that problem with the gen-ed.
Roland Guyotte: If we have students do all four areas of global village that would add 8 credits
to gen ed requirement, subtracting from elective, and putting us in a more open field system.
Many of us are doing the introductory courses in our major and they’re the methodology in our
field. Doing four gen-eds may take away from the intro course. My inclination is to add the 8
credits. I have a suspicion the campus hasn’t been offering enough seats in the global village
courses.

Roger Rose: I’d need to see how well distributed the SS and global village are. To make
judgment calls, because I’d like to know more and how well we’re filling seats and how easy it is
for students to meet the SS. Science is going to rebel. I don’t think we’d get it passed.
Roland Guyotte: I don’t like to take the double dip route. That doesn’t work.
Leslie Meek: I’m in favor of requiring all four, but then we’ll have to look if one can class can
count for two or have two designators.
Steve Burks: You have to have 2 credits for each of these, so if a four credit course could then
have two designators.
Heather Peters: Are we as a social science division saying we want all four? I’m all in favor, but
are there dissenters.
Arne Kildegaard: I have misgivings myself, because it’s terribly inelegant. I would never want to
be against every one of these topics, but everyone should have experience in all these fields.
We’re getting our voices on record.
Ben Narvaez: What’s the total number of gen-ed credits that are required.
Arne Kildegaard: 60 credits of gen-ed and electives outside of your major.
Tim Lindberg: You could do it in 29 credits.
Ben Narvaez: I think 1/3 should be your major, 1/3 gen-ed, 1/3 elective.
Tom Johnson: Are we satisfied with the global village? Are the students graduating having not
had proper college education? If it is, it’s a problem, and that would be a structural problem.
How many people believe our students graduating without adequate education?
Roger Rose: It’s skewed. In science, I’d say maybe.
Tom Johnson: And they’d say maybe to us.
Heather Peters: I do think some of our students leave here and I’m totally biased, but we are
living in increasingly diverse environment, and we are not helping them if they don’t have
cultural competency. If you want you can leave without doing that and that’s not the point of a
liberal arts college. Oscar Baldelomar and Emily Bruce agreed with Heather.
Steve Burks: The general finding of the senior survey is that a significant population of students
don’t understand the gen-ed requirement and don’t see the value in them.
Clement Loo: I can speak to the environment, and where are they learning about the
environment. It’s in our schools mission, but a lot of students haven’t even taken a course on the
environment.

Sherri Breen. The question is do a significant number of student not graduate with this
knowledge? It will never be 100%, but I strongly support what Heather was saying in pushing
students to take courses on cultural competency. I think we need to do more.
Arne Kildegaard: I see passionate support for human diversity, the environment and
international perspective.
Sherri Breen: If I could see one merging, I could see International Perspective moving. It’s an
umbrella, but not pervasive. It’s the one that more crosses over with the other three.
Arne Kildegaard: Is there something that betrays our ethics?
Rebecca Dean: I hope nobody finishes a degree without taking a class in ethics. I would agree
with the IP. It’s hard to pull apart IP and Human Diversity. With the utmost respect for my
colleagues in FL, I don’t think memorizing vocab lists is the same as reading a book in another
language, learning about the culture, learning about critical race theory or colonialism. Nina
Ortiz agreed.
Tim Lindberg: Core and theme are together. Global village is awkward, because there’s not a lot
that doesn’t all fit. It’s hard to talk about this because you could make the global village tied to
gen-ed, but then there’s nothing stopping science students from not taking a social science
course.
Arne Kildegaard explaining Dean’s plan:
Expanding perspective—Domains of knowledge with global village tacked on. We could have
lookouts from some domain of knowledge to the global village.
Heather Peters: I cannot tell you the numbers of students who take multicultural psychology that
say everyone should take it. How do you talk to people of different background? They could take
history and take the SS and they could take that ethics, but employers want students to have
cultural competency.
Rebecca Dean: Are you saying we should narrow human diversity to have cultural competency.
Roger Rose: It does align with the core belief of the campus. Understanding other nations should
be seen as a skill.
Roland Guyotte: We have to talk about things with what we have. We have to keep in mind what
we can do.
Ed Brands: On one hand, I find students don’t know where water comes from, so if we required
all global village we could have the environment in the global village, but we would not be able
to accommodate an environmental designator. I don’t like either one of them.
Dave Brown: Given the importance of these in the mission statement, why not just push it out
and call it four instead of a subtopic make it a main topic.

Rebecca Dean: So you’re saying grow the gen-eds.
Lauri Wyum: Those that are advisors when it comes to international perspective a number of
foreign students get it wiped and I’m avoiding saying it, but I think it’s a missed opportunity. I
think we should get them courses to help them acclimate to our cultural. If we go to just four, is
that one going to be cleaned out for them anyway?
Arne Kildegaard: Then they’d have to do HDiv.
Tom Johnson: If we’re going to hinge this on culture then what is American culture? Look at the
definition of IP, does it make sense. There are many ways of defining culture. J
Joe Beaver: Then just strike the word “national”.
Emily Bruce: It’s not just redefining human diversity. It’s hard for students to not compare to
the United State. I don’t think you can collapse them all by changing words.
Heather Peters: Multicultural is many different people of different background interacting in one
space. Cross-cultural is looking at one specific thing across cultures. Oscar Baldelomar agreed.
Roger Rose: I never paid much attention that IP is on culture. From our vantage point, I thought
it was international development, how the global system works. I’m shocked IP is just cultures.
It’s a limited view.
Seung-Ho Joo: International issues and globalization.
Nina Ortiz: I would go back to Heather’s distinction. I ask student to compare to our cultures,
look at just one culture, or look at two other different cultures. I wouldn’t be able to distinguish
that for cultural anth courses. In addition, we talk about systemic and individual experiences.
Rebecca Dean agreed.
Elliot James: It’s unclear to me why ethical and civic is not collapsible into all three, because
ethics is in all of them. They incorporate that in all of those in different ways. We don’t have to
eliminate, but incorporate. Nina Ortiz in support.
Tim Lindberg: What I’m wondering is if we do collapse then Intro to Government goes to SS
and is then included with other classes across social science division. The themes are across the
campus, but if the themes are specific to classes then we can lose tons of students, because they
can take other courses.
Rebecca Dean: Is there any indication what that would do to number of students taking classes in
our division? Is there data?
Leslie Meek: If we’re going to require all four this could be a boost to us, so we’d grow.

Joe Beaver: If this is done through the double dipping approach then if you have a course that
doesn’t double dip, then why would people take it.
Rebecca Dean. If it’s a double dip wouldn’t that decrease. Yes.
Tim Lindberg. We as a division would lose seats.
Jennifer Deane. Doubling dipping is for student choice. Students may like to take a class, but if
they can take one class that’ll satisfy all requirements then they’ll take that class. It would help
divisions choose.
Roger Rose. We are not the only ones impacted, like the Humanities.
Tim Lindberg. A lot of the philosophy classes aren’t E/CR.
Rebecca Dean. We should require all four.
Dave Brown: No one’s spoken of having less, and if science wants less then it’s not the bias for
status quo. It’s a hard line for us that we don’t want to go backward.
Dennis Stewart: If we’re talking about how they’re defined then people and the environment is
oddly worded.
Tom Johnson: Given the importance, people have placed on the global village in students’
education then maybe we’d want to add them as a skill. Like multicultural competency. It seems
a better solution than defining their overlapping.
Rebecca Dean: They could be redefined, but unless the curriculum committee doesn’t enforce
the definitions then it doesn’t matter.
Roland Guyotte: The Twin Cities policies. They have a committee. We used to, but got rid of it
in 1989. They police by reducing number of courses.
Heather Peters: Going with what Tom was saying, if you look at the skills there’s really three
humanities, one science, and no social science. That’s problematic, so I think that’s worth it to
us.
Roland Guyotte: In 1989, we required one upper division course out of major. Not only did
science take intro, but also they took one upper division course. I was sorry we got rid of it.
Joe Beaver: If we set out a strong suggestion that the global village need to be an upper division
course then we wouldn’t have double dipping. Heather Peters: I like that. Joe Beaver: But I
don’t know if people would go for it.
Dennis Stewart: We don’t have enough of those seats in intro as it is, and upper division would
be even worse.

Roger Rose: We’re rejecting domains of knowledge.
Tim Lindberg: The easiest thing to do for lower the requirements is increasing them somewhere
else.
Roger Rose: Foreign language wants more, but they’ll give a different designator to the more
upper level foreign language, so students aren’t burnt out.
Heather Peters: Are we in an agreement that we don’t want IP as a FL as a division?
Arne Kildegaard: That’s not being proposed.
Roger Rose: Students all have to take foreign language unless they test out. It would reduce the
number of students taking IP in social science.
Sherri Breen: I think our worries about IP shouldn’t take away from the necessity of more
foreign language requirements.
Tim Lindberg: If the option is to allow upper level foreign to get IP designator, but that they
have to take more global village that would be fine.
Rebecca Dean: But no double dipping.

